
 

ELAN FELDMAN 

1050 Northwest 21 Street 

Miami, Florida 33127 

EMAIL: Feldmanelan@yahoo.com 

JULY 20, 2017 

 

EX PARTE PRESENTATION - VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 

Re: Applications of Comcast Corp., NBCU, MB Docket No. 10-56 
 

 

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 

Federal Communications Commission 

445 Twelfth Street, SW 

Washington, DC 20054  

  

Via Electronic Filing 

Dear Ms. Dortch,   

Jessica Campbell, (Industrial Analysis Division)  in regard to a requested exparte meeting with 

Commissioner Mignon Clyburn  . This is in regard to petitions and complaints submitted with 

undisputable evidence of Comcast criminal actions, violation of the FCC11-4 order, violations of the 

Communications act and violations of other laws.   

Regarding the petition and email to Jessica,   I imply selective enforcement by the FCC in these filings. It 

is admitted that the media bureau has on their desks the filings since 2016. A complaint was filed in 

2015 with evidence.  Yet an affidavit by Comcast VP signed and notarized admitting he did not have the 

legal requirements to sign the Comcast Opposition to Petitions1 is hidden on desks. This affidavit makes 

the 10-56 Comcast/NBCU mergers unlawfully gotten by this proven criminal.  Actions that were 

intentional and the knowledge go to the top of the company (CEO Brian Roberts2).  Comcast has 

responded in all filings and does not deny the truthfulness of the filings. 

Selective enforcement is shown to be true. The Jessica’s Email admits that the evidence exists. I fight so 

hard as this behavior of our protector, a regulator is wrong.  I am now a leper at the FCC with proof of 

wrongdoing. This leaves me wondering why hear no evil or see no evil3 is a practice in my case. 

Previously a phone call got me an exparte within days.  

                                                           
1
 Opposition To Petitions To Deny And Response To Comments as to Comcast Corporation and its affiliates  

2
 A visit to the office of Brian Roberts is admitted by Comcast attorneys. This would not get the unlawfully trespass 

stopped.  
3
 Brian Roberts played golf with our previous President and held a position on the President’s Council on Job and 

Competiveness.  David Cohen personal friend of the President Obama and fundraiser. President Obama joked 
regarding David Cohen’s home “I have been here so much, the only thing I haven’t done in this house is have Seder 
dinner.” 



 

I have proved Comcast a criminal. A willfulness to cheat and harm the public is shown by my example. 

Now I wish to know if the Commissioners have the knowledge of the (MB) Media Bureau which has 

hidden on desks, complaints held till the clock stops ticking. 

 

1. An affidavit by David Cohen VP of Comcast was submitted; proving the NBCU 10-56 merger, 

Opposition to petitions was fraudulently signed, making the greatest media merger, Comcast/NBCU 

10-56 fraudulently and unlawfully gotten. With the retraction of the required personal knowledge4 , 

Comcast requirement to prove the public purpose is Void. The petitions which are still pending are 

undisputed 5 The laws are undisputable and the “Act” and laws required personal knowledge with 

that signature.   

 

Jessica Campbell, (Industrial Analysis Division) insinuates an exparte violation. How would an 

unannounced phone call declaring I’m not going to get an Exparte meeting be unfair to Comcast or be 

an exparte meeting , or influence rulemaking?  How would I know I know that she influences rule 

making and what rule making would I want to influence in the Industrial Analysis Division.  6  Enclosed is 

Jessica’s email to me and my reply more backup and exhibits.  

               I thank you in advance and hope you will assist in getting me a meeting with Commissioner 

Mignon Clyburn.  I have other evidence to show not filed.  I will forward a copy to Commissioner Mignon 

Clyburn office and Comcast. 

ENCLOSED EMAIL RESPONSE BACKUP 

 

Respectfully, 

/s/ Elan Feldman 

Elan Feldman 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
 
4
 47 CFR 1.939 (f). Oppositions and replies. The applicant and any other interested party may file an opposition to 

any petition to deny and the petitioner may file a reply thereto in which allegations of fact or denials thereof, except 

for those of which official notice may be taken, shall be supported by affidavit of a person or persons with personal 

knowledge thereof. Also noted in the “ACT” section 309(d)(2) 

 
5
 A petition shall be deemed to be pending before the Commission from the time a petition is filed with the 

Commission until an order of the Commission granting or denying the petition is no longer subject to 

reconsideration by the Commission or to review by any court. 47cfr 1.65 , 73.3588, 1.935 

DA16-272,DA15-375A, FCC15-126,   

 
6
 Industry analysis is a tool that facilitates a company's understanding of its position relative to other companies that 

produce similar products or services. Understanding the forces at work in the overall industry is an important 

component of effective strategic planning. https://www.inc.com/encyclopedia/industry-analysis.html 



Subject: MB Docket 10-56 

From: Jessica Campbell (Jessica.Campbell@fcc.gov) 

To: FeldmanElan@yahoo.com; 

Date: Monday, July 3, 2017 11:00 AM 

Mr. Feldman,

I have been notified that you have made repeated requests for an ex parte with Commissioner Clyburn 
in order to discuss your petitions filed in the aforementioned docket.  You may recall that you and I 
have already spoken on multiple occasions regarding your complaints against Comcast.  Our last 
discussion was on or about December 12, 2016.  During that call, I informed you that we were 
treating our discussion as an ex parte, and accordingly, you were required to file the appropriate 
disclosures pursuant to the FCC’s rules.  There is no indication that you filed one with the FCC 
Secretary.  

The Commission is in receipt of the petitions that you filed in October 2016 and May 2017, as well as 
your replies to Comcast’s responses.  The petitions are currently being reviewed by the Media 
Bureau, and I am unable to provide you with additional updates at this time.  If you wish to have an 
ex parte with Commission staff in order to share new information, we can arrange to have another call 
during which you can make your presentation.  Again, your request will be honored for the 
presentation of any new information you have to share, and I remind you of your obligation to file an 
ex parte disclosure pursuant to the Commission’s rules.  You can find guidance on the ex parte 
disclosure requirements here: https://www.fcc.gov/proceedings-actions/ex-parte.

Very truly yours,

Jessica L. Campbell

Attorney Advisor

Media Bureau/Industry Analysis Division

Federal Communications Commission

Room 2-C225
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Tele: 202.418.3609

Jessica.Campbell@fcc.gov
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To Jessica Camble, 

 

While you acknowledge the existence of the petitions you forget about my 2015 complaint submitted also 

with evidence. They are all sitting on desks uninvestigated for years containing undisputable proof of 

Comcast violations. But, our FCC starts investigations on a flip of a dime within a month or two in 

regarding a stupid joke by Stephen Colbert whom is not an FCC licensee. Comcast lying to the American 

public, retaliating against a participant in the merger and the 11-4 specifically protecting them , violating 

the Communications act multiple times is ok. Our FCC even ignores an affidavit from Comcast VP David 

Cohen admitting he did not have the authority legal required to sign the Opposition to Petitions in the 

largest media merger in history. The petition proves Comcast intentionally violates the rights of the 

public and laws.  Comcast intentionally engaging in criminal actions violating the “ACT” seems 

unimportant to our FCC and sits on desks for years.  

 

I remind you that the FCC , the merger  was required by law to deny petitions and issue a concise 

statement why
1
.  in this 10-56 merger instead denied my petition and the concise statement why my 

petition that raised issues of violations of the Communications act.
2
 stated that the FCC is  are only 

interested in the violations of the Communications Act. It’s An Oxymoron.  How many other violations 

did our FCC ignore or intentionally hide to pass the merger? And how many did not complain that had 

licenses that had to fear retaliation by our FCC.  In 2015 our FCC was investigating Comcast violation of 

the 11-4 order by others. Exhibit (A) . Is this also sitting on desks as the clock ticks to finalize the merger?   

AT&T /Time Warner merger 

Now Time Warner and AT&T  wishes to merge (to combine two things into one) and our FCC wishes to 

ignore that Time Warner is going to receive licenses from AT&T.
3
  Our laws require the public purpose 

mandate in the transference of licenses and our FCC is ignores that mandate.  

Comcast/AT&T MB Docket 02-70 

In 2002 Comcast and AT&T broadband merged, becoming Comcast/AT&T Corp. Just after the merger 

Comcast/AT&T changed their name to Comcast Corp with AT&T owning 56% of the stock and 66% of 

the voting rights. Yet, if a substantial change in this majority control of (as Comcast states:)
 4“

the  largest 

most powerful media company of the world”, I cannot find it in the internet or FCC files. When did this 

                                                             
1
 it shall make the grant, deny the petition, and issue a concise statement of the reasons for denying the petition, which statement shall 

dispose of all substantial issues raised by the petition. “ACT 309(d) (2) 

 
2
 FCC11-4 paragraph 278 and 279 

 
3
 FCC helps AT&T and Time Warner avoid lengthy merger review .  https://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2017/04/atttime-warner-

merger-is-one-step-closer-to-government-approval/ 

 

4 The new company, to be called AT&T Comcast Corporation, will be one of the leading and most powerful communications, 

media and entertainment companies in the world. AT&T shareowners will own a 56 percent economic stake and about a 66 

percent voting interest in the new company. The Roberts family, which owns Comcast Class B shares, will control one third of 

the new company's outstanding voting interest. http://corporate.comcast.com/news-information/news-feed/att-broadband-to-

merge-with-comcast-corporation-in-72-billion-transaction 

 

https://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2017/04/atttime-warner-merger-is-one-step-closer-to-government-approval/
https://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2017/04/atttime-warner-merger-is-one-step-closer-to-government-approval/
http://corporate.comcast.com/news-information/news-feed/att-broadband-to-merge-with-comcast-corporation-in-72-billion-transaction
http://corporate.comcast.com/news-information/news-feed/att-broadband-to-merge-with-comcast-corporation-in-72-billion-transaction


merger demerge? 
5
 Why were there no public notice and or public approval of a transfer of majority 

control from AT&T (if AT&T is no longer pulling the Comcast strings)?    

Exparte Violation 

In regard to your insinuation that I violated an FCC rule, as a private citizen, a member of the public and 

not an attorney, after a careful reading you requested me to do, I believe, an unannounced phone call 

from an unknown person at the FCC in regard to a requested Exparte, requesting to come to Washington 

for a presentation to a  particular person, with no NEW information discussed or the purpose of the  

meeting discussed, and the only  purpose of the your call is to tell me I will not get the Exparte meeting, is 

not exparte Communication. Your purpose to claim I got the requested exparte doesn’t fly.  I didn’t ask 

to speak to you. Communication that our FCC is refusing to allow me to come to Washington to a 

meeting is not unfair to Comcast.  Furthermore, I received no letter regarding such violation and the 

FCC does not show any Actions Addressing Exparte Violations that if you did filed as required promptly 

would have given this petitioner the need to previously defend.
6
  Even if what you say is true, the 

Commission has great discretion especially to private members of the public in regard to protecting the 

public interest. Turning in a licensee, who violated the FCC11-4 order, retaliates against a whistle 

blower, a participant in the merger, and then attempted to silence him through extortion by giving a 

choice of two harms, demanding in front of a Judge and court reporter the removal of his FCC 

allegations, demanding confidentiality with a threat, giving a choice of 2 harms serves no public interest 

and should be known and public record. Clearly a serious character issue. This merger was wrongly 

gotten and now wrongly allowed to remain. I am not backing down against Comcast, the FCC or the 

DOJ 
7
 and realize my punishment is forthcoming.  President Trump said, the Media is Corrupt and the 

system is rigged.  This media empire is proven corrupt and proven intentionally ignores laws. Comcast is 

proven a criminal. I am still willing to give another chance to our regulators. Don’t disappoint me.  

Note: as exparte rules are questioned on your part. I will file this email as exparte and serve a copy to 

Comcast as not to be unfair and include exhibits and your Email.  

Request you go back to Commissioner Mignon 

I respectfully request that you go back to Commissioner Mignon and ask her if our Media Bureau 

informed her of the undisputable evidence that was submitted, the Affidavit, the Jury verdict. That 

Comcast violated the FCC11-4 order retaliating against this participant and that that retaliation was 

done for doing what the FCC11-4 order specifically required of this petitioner to have standing
8
? I 

                                                             
5
 47 CFR 63.24 - Assignments and transfers of control (c)  

 
6
 Ex Parte Rules (2011) § 1.1214 Disclosure of information concerning violations of this subpart. Any party to a proceeding or any 

Commission employee who has substantial reason to believe that any violation of this subpart has been solicited, attempted, or 

committed shall promptly advise the Office of General Counsel in writing of all the facts and circumstances which are known to 

him or her.  

 
7
 The DOJ who promised in the merger that retaliation would not happen,  was also served the violation of the retaliation order and 

refused meetings and has ignored the Complaint see (Assistant Attorney General Christine Varney Holds Briefing on Comcast/NBCU 

Joint Venture https://www.justice.gov/opa/speech/assistant-attorney-general-christine-varney-holds-briefing-comcastnbcu-joint-

venture. Third note. The provisions also prohibit Comcast and NBCU from retaliating against those who raise concerns with the 

department or the FCC. 

 
8
 FCC11-4 Paragraphs 278, 279  



enclose Comcast attorney’s letter to a subcontractor showing Comcast knew they were guilty and spent 

millions of dollars and an army of attorneys to minimize their guilt and wear me down.  What the letter 

does not show, that discovery did, Comcast installed the cable themselves. Exhibit 2  

1. Does she know that Comcast was found guilty of criminal action and their actions were 

intentional?  

2. Does she know that Comcast fraudulently signed the Opposition to petitions in the merger which 

makes all petitions in the 10-56 Comcast NBCU merger undisputed and the FCC’s requirment to.   

3. David Cohen himself signed the affidavit which acknowledges that the Comcast/NBCU merger 10-

56 that he did not have the personal knowledge required by the “ACT” and Law in the merger 

making that signature false and all petitions in that merger undisputed. The 10-56 merger was 

fraudulently gotten. Comcast’s required burden of proof the merger serves the public interest is 

non-existent
9
 and violates rules and statutes as Comcast responded in the merger falsely

10
.  

4. Does she know that Comcast has violated the Communications act in 3 different parts.
11

  

A Reminder To Commissioner Mignon of her words to the public.  

Is the megaphone broken? 

“I was pleased to see that the Order approving this transaction imposes additional 
conditions on the Applicants in a number of areas, including:………and preventing 

retaliation against any entities who seek to exercise rights in this Order or participated 
in this proceeding.  For these reasons and others, I am willing to find that this 
transaction serves the public interest.. I will be watching closely with my large 

megaphone in hand should these agreements be ignored.”. FCC 11-4 page 277   

 

As you see I’m taking my obligations as an American seriously. I thank you for your response and hope that it 

will persuade you to do the right thing and assist me in getting a meeting. Money and power should not buy 

innocence at the FCC, or does it?  It’s your country as much as mine. 

 

Thank you in advance  

Elan Feldman 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
 
9
 The Applicants bear the burden of proving, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the proposed transaction, on balance, 

serves the public interest. FCC11-4 paragraph 22 

 
10

 Sec 309(d)(1) 

 
11

 Sec 309 (d)(1), Sec 621 (2) (A)  and  Sec 621 (2) (C)   



Elan2
Typewritten text
Exhibit A



Elan2
Typewritten text
Exhibit 2
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